In this note, the correction to the proof of one theorem in some our previous paper will be given.
Lemma 1. Let D be a locally finite division ring with the center F , and G a subgroup of D * . If G ′ is radical over F , then G ′ is locally finite and either G ′ ∼ = SL (2, 5) or G is solvable.
Proof. In the first, we show that if an element x ∈ D ′ is radical over F then x is periodic. Indeed, assume that x = [x 1 , y 1 ] . . . [x k , y k ] and x n = a ∈ F for some positive integer n. The division subring K = F (x 1 , y 1 , . . . , x k , y k ) generated by x 1 , y 1 , . . . , x k , y k over F in D is a finite dimensional vector space over F , say, of degree m = [K : F ]. Hence,
where N K/F denotes the norm of K to F . So x nm = 1, and x is periodic. Therefore, G ′ is torsion. Since D is locally finite, G ′ can be viewed as locally linear group, so, by Schur's Theorem [5, p.154 ], G ′ is locally finite. The Amitsur's Theorem [9, 2.1.11, p.51] shows that the only unsolvable finite subgroup of a division ring is SL (2, 5) . Hence, if G ′ is not locally solvable, then G ′ ∼ = SL (2, 5) . Now, assume that G ′ is locally solvable. Then, by Zaleskii's result [11] , G ′ is solvable, so is G. Proof. Suppose that M is non-abelian and {x 1 , . . . , x m } is a tranversal of Z(M ) in M . Denote by E the subfield of D generated by Z(M ) over the prime subfield P of F , that is E = P (Z(M )), and put
Clearly, K is a subring of D. Moreover, K is a division subring of D because it is a finite dimensional vector space over its center E ⊆ Z(K). Also, we have
Therefore, H is a finitely generated subnormal subgroup of K * , and by [7, Theorem 1], H ⊆ Z(K). In particular, H is abelian, and this implies that M is abelian too, but this is a contradiction because by the assumption, M is non-abelian. We claim that there exists an abelian normal subgroup of M which is not contained in F . Indeed, if A is not contained in F , then A is such a subgroup. Otherwise, A ⊆ F and it follows that M is radical over F because M/A is locally finite. By Lemma 1, M ′ is locally finite. Now, let us consider three possible cases. 
